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Although there is also authority to the contrary, most courts view the procurement of a driver's license not as a right, but as 
a privilege. ! In such jurisdictions, a license may be taken away or encumbered as a means of meeting a legitimate legislative 


goal,” or when the interest of public safety or welfare is at stake.” 


On the other hand, a license cannot be taken away without due process of law, whether it is viewed as a right ora privilege.” 


In some jurisdictions, a driver's license number, as well as the number written on the front of an identification card issued for 
nondrivers, is considered exclusively associated with the individual to whom it was issued to and does not cease to be valid 
simply because the card itself has expired or is suspended; once the number is assigned by the Bureau of Motor Vehicles (BMV) 


to an individual, the number becomes associated with that person and remains valid for purposes of identification. 
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